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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to amendment, filed 1 1/08/2004. 

2. Claims 44-66 are pending in this application. Claims 44, 56, 57, 65 and 66 are 
independent claims. In this amendment, no claim is canceled, no claim is amended, and no claim 
is added. This action is made final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 44-46, 51, 52, 54-59, 63, 64, and 65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Adams et al. ("Adams", US 6,237,030) in view of Xia et al. ("Xia", US 
6,252,594). 

As per independent claim 44, Adams teaches computer-implemented method of 
displaying a plurality of web pages, the method comprising: 

retrieving a plurality of stored network addresses of web pages (col. 11, lines 20-25); 

retrieving display configuration settings for the plurality of stored network addresses of 
the web pages, wherein the display configuration settings are associated with at least one of the 
plurality of web page addresses (the system retrieves the configuration settings made by the 
selections to the controlled menu bar on the top of fig. 5, i.e. File, Edit, View, ...Options)', 
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requesting the web pages indicated by the stored network addresses; receiving data for 
the web pages indicated by the stored network addresses; simultaneously displaying the web 
pages indicated by the stored network addresses (col. 11, lines 38-51); 

Adams does not disclose the display configuration settings are configured to indicate at 
least one scroll position for at least one of the web pages indicated by the stored network 
addresses, wherein the displaying navigates to the at least one scroll position indicated by the 
configuration settings for the at least one of the web pages indicated by the stored network 
addresses. Xia discloses the position of the scroll bar of a document is configured by being saved 
to be used in the future when reopening the document (col. 9, lines 18-20). It would have been 
obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention was made to use the teaching from Xia of 
saving the position of the scroll bar of a document for future uses in Adams' system since it 
would allow a user to reopen exactly the portion of the document where he/she previously left 
off. 

As per claim 45, which is dependent on claim 44, Adams teaches the displaying 
comprises displaying the web pages in a plurality of panes, wherein the panes are contained in a 
single window (fig. 8). 

As per claim 46, which is dependent on claim 45, Adams teaches: 
the configuration settings comprise settings indicating toolbars to be displayed in 
respective of the plurality of the panes; and displaying the web pages in the plurality of panes 
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comprises displaying toolbars for the panes as indicated by the configuration settings (col. 1 1, 
lines 52-56). 

As per claim 51, which is dependent on claim 44, since Adams 5 system is an 
internet/Web system, it is inherent to have the retrieving retrieves the configuration settings from 
within HTML comment statements. 

As per claim 52, which is dependent on claim 44, it is rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 44. 

As per claims 54 and 55, which are dependent on claims 44 and 54 respectively, Adams 
teaches: 

receiving a user indication of a name for the plurality of stored network addresses of web 
pages (120 of fig. 5), wherein the retrieving retrieves the plurality of stored network addresses 
and display configuration settings based on the name (99 of fig. 5), and wherein the user 
indication is received by selection from a list (105 of fig. 5). 

As per claim 56, it is rejected under the same rationale as claim 44. 

As per independent claim 57, Adams teaches a method of configuring display of a 
plurality of simultaneously displayed web pages, the method comprising: 
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simultaneously displaying the plurality of web pages, wherein the web pages are 
identified by respective network addresses (fig. 8), and a user can indicate which portion of at 
least one of the web pages is to be displayed, the portion being a user-selected portion of the at 
least one of the web pages (move up and down each of web pages in fig. 8 to the portions 
preferred by a user); 

receiving a user indication of a title for the plurality of web pages (120 of fig. 5); 
storing, as associated with title, the respective network addresses; receiving a user 
indication that web pages for the title are to be re-displayed (col. 11, lines 26-36; e.g. 120 of fig. 

5); 

retrieving the respective network addresses (col. 1 1, lines 26-36; e.g. 120 of fig. 5) and 
the display configuration settings (the system retrieves the configuration settings made by the 
selections to the controlled menu bar on the top of fig. 5, i.e. File, Edit, View, ...Options); 

requesting the plurality of web pages identified by the respective network addresses; 
receiving data associated with the network addresses, wherein the data represents subsequently 
requested versions of the plurality of web pages; and simultaneously re-displaying the plurality 
of web pages (col. 1 1, lines 38-51). 

Adams does not disclose storing display configuration settings indicating the user- 
selected portion of the at least one of the web pages, wherein the re-displaying displays a portion 
of at least one of the subsequently requested versions of the plurality of web pages corresponding 
to the user-selected portion of the at least one of the web pages as indicated by the display 
configuration settings. Xia discloses the position of the scroll bar of a document is configured by 
being saved to be used in the future when reopening the document (col. 9, lines 18-20). It would 
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have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention was made to use the teaching from 
Xia of saving the position of the scroll bar of a document for future uses in Adams' system since 
it would allow a user to reopen exactly the portion of the document where he/she previously left 
off. 

As per claim 58, which is dependent on claim 57, it is rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 45. 

As per claim 59, which is dependent on claim 58, it is rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 52. 

As per claim 63, which is dependent on claim 58, it is rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 46. 

As per claim 64, which is dependent on claim 57, Adams teaches: 

presenting a web browser window comprising a plurality of panes, wherein each of the 

plurality of panes in the browser is configured to allow a user to modify a display configuration 

of the panes, wherein the user can browse web pages at different network addresses 

independently of web pages in other panes (col 11, lines 52-56); 

wherein receiving indications of a plurality of user-selected web pages and receiving user 

selected display configuration settings comprises receiving a single action by the user to store 
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network addresses of a currently-open web page (col. 12, lines 1-8) and display settings for each 
pane (col. 11, lines 52-56). 

As per independent claim 65, it is rejected under the same rationale as claim 57. 

5. Claims 47, 49, 50, 60-62, and 66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Adams et al. ("Adams 55 , US 6,237,030) in view of Xia et al. ("Xia", US 
6,252,594) and further in view of Staab (US 5,499,334). 

As per claims 47, 49 and 50, Adams does not disclose the display configuration settings 
further comprise settings indicating a pane position of one or more of the panes; displaying the 
panes in positions as indicated by the configuration settings; and settings indicating a size of one 
or more of the panes; the displaying comprises displaying the pane having the size as indicated 
by the display configuration settings, wherein the settings indicating the size comprise at least on 
dimension of a pane in pixels. Staab teaches that at col. 5, lines 44-46 and col. 9, lines 50-65. It 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to use the teaching from Staab 
of settings indicating a pane position of one or more of the panes and settings indicating a size of 
one or more of the panes in Adams's system since it would a user adjust the display area within 
the panes freely depending on the amount of information needed to display on each pane. 

As per claim 60, which is dependent on claim 58, it is rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 47. 
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As per claim 61, which is dependent on claim 58, it is rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 49. 

As per claim 62, which is dependent on claim 61, it is rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 50. 

As per independent claim 66, it is rejected under the same rationale as claims 57, 60, 61, 

and 63. 

6. Claims 48 and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Adams 
et al. ("Adams", US 6,237,030) in view of Xia et al. ("Xia", US 6,252,594) and further in view 
of Matthews, IH et al. ("Matthews", US 6,344,865). 

As per claim 48, which is dependent on claim 45, Adams does not disclose the display 
configuration settings comprise an indication of a screen resolution; and the displaying re-scales 
display panes to respective relative areas indicated by the configuration settings. Matthews 
teaches the adjustment of the screen resolution of a display screen (col.l 1, lines 14-15). It would 
have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to include Matthews teaching with 
Adams' display system to adjust the display area to accommodate to the user's viewing level 
and/or preference. 

As per claim 53, which is dependent on claim 44, it is rejected under the same rationale 
as claim 48. 
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Response to Arguments 

7. Applicant's arguments filed 1 1/08/2004 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

The applicant argued the following: 

(a) Adams does not disclose "display configuration settings", as recited in claim 44, but 
instead shows only graphical menus. 

(b) The position of the "scroll bar" as described by Xia, describes the position of the bar 
within a window and does not describe the "scrolling position" recited in claim 44. 

Examiner disagrees for the following reasons: 

(a) As illustrated by fig.6 and fig. 8 and recited in column 1 1, lines 38-64, four web 
documents are configured to retrieved and display concurrently. By that, Adam does teach 
"display configuration settings". 

(b) The scroll bar not only describes the position of the bar within a window, but also 
describes the location of the scroll box 366 within the scroll shaft 364 (col. 9, lines 8-14), which 
indicates the fraction of the document left to be scrolled through (col. 6, lines 41-47). Therefore, 
the scroll bar does describe the "scrolling position". 

Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Inquiries 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nhon (Gary) D Nguyen whose telephone number is (571)272- 
4139. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday with every other Monday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather R Herndon can be reached on (571)272-4136. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). / 



